
J'fiK'-- 12 T II K fi It A I N fl KO W !•! K S " (', I I I) lv October 4, 1011

NOTICE TO CORRESPONDENTS

mim
7**5

Thl* department of The Guide le maintained especially for the purpose of 
providing a dlscueelon ground for the readers where they may freely exchange views 
andderlve from each other the benefits of experience and helpful suggestions Each 
correspondent should remember that there are hundreds who wish to discuss a problem 
or offer suggestions. We cannot publish all the Immense number of letters received, 
and ask that each correspondent will keep his letter as short as possible. Every letter 
must be signed by the name of the writer, though not necessarily for publication. The 
views of our correspondents are not of necessity those of The Guide. The aim Is 
to make this department of great value to readers, and no letters not of public interest 
will be published._

CAPITAL ANI) IN EARNED 
INCREMENT

Editor, Guide In sending tin- follow
ing on “( apital and I ricurned Iii' rvim iil," 
kindly allow me spare also for a few 
words to my friendly critic-» 1 notice 
that Mr. Land) is not well acquainted 
with Prof Huxley’-» writings, and whether 
land is called “wealth” nr not i - i in 
material as long as it i ■» used as -11<• h 
Mayor Tom L. Johnson seems to have 
mistrusted his own reasoning powers, and 
imluekilv paid a lawyer not to find I In 
slightest weakness in “Henry George's 
ntatemenls. Any—la-wyer could do that. 
If a pair of Loots is worth #2 and the 
charge is $1, is there no unearned incre
ment? I t hank my friend, Mr. Ilrol hers, 
for allowing that Henry George is capital
istic (ami if so monopolistic; and for mak
ing the most astonishing admission, that a 
mortgagee (owner of a mortgage) is to 
he treated the same as a landowner under 
the Single Tax System and to he taxed 
out of existence Kill how, I lien, is tin- 
capitalist to have the “ full return of his 
capital ” (Chapter I. Kook !#. Progress 
a ml Povert y ) and what heroines of the 
principle struggled for ill that wonderfully 
fallacious chapter -L Kook 3? Surely 
lien r\ (icorge would he indignant at 
his disciple.

A little while ago I used suhstautially 
I he following statement 11.» per cent of 
the farms around Kat I leford are moi tgaged 
and 85 per cent, of the farms in all Sas
katchewan are mortgaged. I cannot 
vouch for the truth of that hut the very 
thought of its truth is enough to make one 
think seriously, and when we add to this 
the municipal mortgages and the provin
cial mortgages (besides the Dominion) 
growing all of them, it is evident the 
burden of interest borne by Saskatchewan 
is, to say the least, heavy. And the thing 
grows. The settler gets his land almost 
free, as far as cash payments are con
cerned, hut no matter how honest and 
capable lie may he, and no matter how 
certain his farming operations are of sue 
cess, unless lie has accumulated capital 
of his own, it will lie hard, uphill toil and. 
ten to one, sooner or later, he will he a 
prey to the private capitalist.

It seems to me that the lesson this 
teaches, is that to have free land for the 
masses, without at t lie saine time assuring 
tIn*in of proportionate amount of capital 
for its working, is hut plftying into the 
hands of the nioncx lender. \nd it fol
lows, farther, that the nationalization of 
land, without at least, a partial national! 
zation of « could by no means secure
that more equal distribution of wealth, 
which is the aim of tin- social reformers' 
work. So long as the money issuing 
power is a monopoly (based on past sav
ings), so long will extortionate rates of 
interest he charged and tin- worker kept 
>oor. Certainly there should he no love 
ost between I he worker and private 
capital, and it is this institution which 
deserves the contempt and Christian 
reproach of all classes of workers Private 
capital with its interest drawing power, 
is the curse of modern civilization. It is 
this which helps men to monopolize the 
wealth making opportunities specula 
lions in land, forests, mines, railroads, 
etc, and it possesses all t he evd features 
of land monopoly, with one added I In- 
power of indefinite increase That is the 
reason why prix ate ownership of capital 
with interest drawing power looks so 
innovent as compared with private owner 
ship of land, hut who can tell how interest 
might he were the supplies of capital 
limited as is that of land The “un 
earned increment ” of limited capital

would he the same as that of limited land. 
No matter where the worker goes, this 
bird of prey (welcomed and yet feared) 
follows him with outstretched wings* and 
in their growing shadow grasps with 
talons merciless some share of wealth 
unearned, and apparently for every addi
tion to our population a certain increase 
of capital takes place to play on it and its 
labor, the part, of a parasite.

And, Mr. Editor, the whole of the earn
ings of by far the greater part of so-called 
capital is as much ’^unearned increment” 
as is the rent of land- (taking unearned 
increment to mean that portion of the 
value of a thing, which is owing exclusively 
to the existence of a community). The 
mortgagees of the people of Saskatchewan 
are altogether dependent on these people 
for the value of their capital, and without 
them it might as well he dropped into the 
sea or buried in the earth. All surplus 
produce, or profits or earnings are subject 
in any community to this law of the un
earned increment, and when used to 
appropriate a share of the com if unity's 
wealth (as long as Adam Smith’s first 
canon of taxation is held to he proper— 
see Progress and Poverty, Chap. 3, Book 
8), should be deservedly taxed.

JOHN K. SY.MOXDS.
Pense, Sa.sk.

FAIR PLAY FOR FARMERS
Editor, (iuide: Farmers of the West, 

do you like doing all the hard work and 
taking all the risks in developing this 
country while speculators make a much 
greater and more rapid profit than you do 
without risks or labor by the rapid rise in 
land values, espcciall.x in towns, owing to 
your work? Do you approve of the policy 
of the Hudson Bay Compati\ and other 
land companies holding their land 
adjoining yours for the rise in value which 
you give it? Do you not know that every 
day of your work, your anxious hours of 
hail, frost, or drought, every cent you 
spend, go to improve the value of t In
lands of land companies and speculators, 
who “ toil not nor spin ' hut fat ten on your 
sweat? They Use" your roads, made by 
your taxes, for their motor cars to take 

rs to see their lands. If you are 
not content with this state of things, 
know for certain that you have a sure 
remcily in the single tax, or taxation of 
land values (not land), when these specula
tors will have to pay for the increased 
value you give to their lands, while all 
your improvements will be untaxed. At 
present Vancouver, Edmonton and other 
towns are adopting the single tax, but 
only so far for their own municipal 
purposes. When the single tax is the 
one and only tax in the whole country,, 
all the duties being taken off everything 
you use under free trade, the enormous 
increase in value of town property will 
provide a considerable proportion of the 
revenue required to run the country, 
and farmers’ taxes will be comparatively 
light It is you. farmers, w ho are building 
up the towns and cities and creating these 
enormous boom prices we hear of. but 
xx hat benefit do you get from them at 
present? The speculator in these towns, 
main of- whom get rich in a day, use tlie * 
roads you make for them and boost 
the crops thex do not grow, but under 
the single tax you farmers will get a 
fairer share of the prosperity created bx 
your labor and of the city values which 
you create' \\ hat publie improvements 
might be made in towns and country, 
ho xx our resources might be developed, 
what a wonderful country we should have 
if a fair share of the enormous increase

of value in land, and town lots especially, 
belonged to the publie who created them! 
This xx ill be so whenever you insist on it- 
Tor information about the single tax, 
write to the League for Taxation of Land 
Values, 23!) Chambers of Commerce, 
Winnipeg- i am sure they xx ill help you.

One of vou,
1 AIRPLAY.

Alberta.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENTS
Editor, (iuide: In the Saskatchewan 

section of the issue of September 20, 
the president of the Salt coats branch asks 
what the council of agriculture have done 
re having the Railway Act amended. 
The reply by Mr. Green was, “ nothing.”

I cannot allow this to go uneontradicted. 
I ean only conclude that Mr. Green's 
reply was given because of bis lack of 
knowledge of the subject, for to say that 
the council lias done nothing is positively 
untrue. After persistent eïForts un the 
part of the council, the minister of railways 
xvas finally induced to submit to Parlia
ment an amendment which would compel 
the railway companies to fence their 
right-of-way and pay for stock injured. 
After having fought it out with the repre
sentatives of t he railways in the presence 
of the ministers, t he officers of the council 
convinced the ministers that their claims 
were just. At his suggestion, with xvliich 
we agreed, the chairman of the railway 
board, Judge Mabee, was requested to 
draft an amendment along the lines xvc 
advocated. We believe that xxith his full 
knowledge of the subject no other man 
jn Canada is so xvell to draft a
clear, concise and just law covering the 
matter as is Judge Mabee. To make 
this doubly secure in a legal sense, the 
services of one of the first, lawyers in the 
Dominion were secured to criticize and 
pass upon it.

Now as to what the draft amendment 
is. A part, of section 251 of the existing 
I a xv (which exempts the company from 
fencing their right-of-way unless compelled 
to do so by the railway commission, 
after complaint has been made by ag
grieved parties) is repealed. The draft 
compels the company to fence their right- 
of-way in all cases except xvhere the board 
gives special permission not to do so 
after all interested parties are satisfied. 
It.alsd enacts that where railways are un
der construction the company shall 
be compelled to take effective measures 
to prevent animals escaping from or to 
such enclosed lands—something they 
are not now compelled to do only under 
special order.

Sections 204 and 205, xvliich Mr. Green 
quotes in the same issue and which are 
the cause of the company being able to 
evade payment for the thousands of ani
mal', killed are under the amendment 
abo repealed and the following simple 
and effective clause substituted:

“ The company shall be liable to pay 
the full value thereof to the owners of 
all horses, sheep, swine or other cattle 
that may be killed or injured upon the 
company's lariil.^, through the operation 
«if the railway.”

The only qualification or exception 
to this being that where such killing or 
injury is caused by reason of the animals 
being allowed to go on the railway from 
open private crossings, without anyone 
in charge. Or in eases where someone 
lias taken down the fences and de
liberately turned the animals on the rail
way. Or at railway station grounds 
xvhere the track is unguarded for the con
venience of the public.

Now as to xv hat the Council did xxith 
these amendments. Copies were printed 
and distributed among the members of 
the House, together xxith the following 
circular letter:

“Dear Sir: In response to the request 
of the farmers for amendments to the 
Kailxvay Act. giving them more protection 
from loss in having stock killed on railways 
I lie Hon. Mr. Graham minister of rail
way-, and canals, has caused the enclosed 
draft amendments to be made to be sub
mitted to Parliament. The clauses as 
untended in this form meet xxith our 
approval and as representing the farmers,
I xxi>|| respectfully to enlist your support 
in (taxing them become law.”

“ Yours fait lifull v,
“J WIES BOWER 

Pro . ( unadian Council of 
Agriculture.

Ihe.se amendment s < a me before t he 
House together xxith -«-xml other amend
ments to the Rail xx ax V-t on the 17th and 
IHtb of May, being the last day before 
the adjournment for coronation. They 
were bitterly opposed by Mr. Lancaster,' 
the father of the present ambiguous law,

which is useful only in giving the company 
poxver to do as they like, and by Mr. 
Meighen, of Portage, xx ho was the father 
of a draft amendment which we rejected 
and which only made .the present compli
cated law more complicated and litigations 
than before. Very useful to the lawyers, 
but utterly useless to the farmer who 
wants compensation for his stock. These 
men so succeeded in blocking the amend
ment that being the last day of the session, 
and in order to get the rest of the amend
ments not objected to, passed, the minister 
was forced to withhold our amendments 
until the House would meet again. As to 
how it will be now, we can only wait the 
result, but the situation is this. Mr.
Borden, in his western tour, replying to 
the farmers’ requests that the amendments 
be made law, mi id that lie had full confi
dence in Mr. Lancaster who opposed it, 
and as Mr. Lancaster in his opposition 
took pains to denounce in most un
measured and scurrilous, terms the farmers 
who demanded it, and Judge Mabee
who drafted it; and as Mr. Lancaster 
is still there to dictate while Mr. Graham 
and its supporters have been defeated, 
it is hardly likely that the Canadian
Council of Agriculture will be powerful 
enough to carry it into immediate effect, 
if—Mr. Green, who is a member of our 
council, can lend any assistance to that 
body it will be gladly welcomed. His 
statement that it was a mistake to disband 
the inter-provincial council is no doubt 
his ow n personal opinion,for if it is author
ized by bis provincial executive, the coun
cil has had no notice of it. He may be 
quite right, and n<> doubt many xvill 
agree with him, but without expressing 
any opinion on it, here I would remind Mr. 
Green and others interested that the 
poxvers of the interprovincial council 
arc not in any way curtailed by being 
merged in the national council, because 
any three provinces can call a meeting 
or take any action.

So that the Western Provinces enjoy 
precisely the same privilege of action 
as before. If the council, either inter- 
provincial or national, is to be a force 
for ‘good it should not be necessary to 
protect its actions from such unthinking 
criticism as indulged in bv Mr. Green.

JAMES BOWER 
Red Deer, Alta., Sept. 23, * 1 1

A PROTEST
Editor, Guide: I have been a member 

of the Grain Growers’ association at 
Saskatoon almost since its inception 
and have, 1 believe, on every occasion 
been true to its principles and tenets.
1 was a delegate to Ottawa last winter who 
paid my own expenses, and also have 
been a Conservative. all my life. I am 
not writing this to justify my course 
during the late election to you or to any 
one else, but simply to try to prove to 
you where you erred and where you and 
a great number of Liberal Grain Growers 
made a grievous mistake in the campaign 
you so vigorously waged against Borden 
dunug the late election. 1 had intended 
addressing a protest to you more than 
once previous to September 21, but 
concluded that 1 would only be relegated 
to the region of knockers to be dubbed 
partisan, party slave and the rest of 
choice epithets applied, such as Jyoii 
journalists keep in .-.lock for such occasions. 
Here was my stand during the whole 
controversy: I am in favor of the Grain 
(irowers’ propaganda in its entirety, in 
favor of what is usually called reciprocity 
when the main object is the reduction 
of duty on articles necessary to farm life, 
and 1 •'till hold the same tenets just as 
strongly. But you know, just as well as 
does every nu mber of that delegation 
that went to Ottawa, that at our caucus 
meeting held the day previous to our 
presentation to the Laurier government 
we, as Grain Growers, resolved unanimous
ly that xvc could not consistently ask a 
reduction in tariff on articles we had to 
buy so long as xvc were protected in 
articles xvc bad to sell. Therefore that 
convention resolved to forego all pro
tection in natural products of the soil 
provided we got a substantial reduction 
on articles xvc. had to buy, such as farm 
implements, manufactured goods used and 
required in our business. Is not this 
coi reel to the letter? And so we pre
sented our ease to Laurier as regards the 
tariff, together xxith our stand on terminal ‘ 
elevators. Hudson’s Bay railroad, cold stor
age facilities, British preference,etc. Now, 
after due consideration, xvhat did the 
government offer us? Simply and almost 
only that which we ourselves offered to 
forego, viz., abolition of our own pro
tection and a trifling 2*^ per cent, re
duction in certain implements which you
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